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VENDOR AND VERSION INDEPENDENT
BROWSER DRIVER

CROSS-REFERENCE TO RELATED
APPLICATIONS

This application is related to and incorporates by reference
for all purposes the full disclosure of co-pending U.S. patent
application Ser. No. 14/313,478, filed Jun. 24, 2014, entitled
“TRANSITION TESTING MODEL FOR HETEROGE-
NEOUS CLIENT ENVIRONMENTS”, U.S. patent applica-
tion Ser. No. 14/313,556, filed Jun. 24, 2014, entitled “CLI-
ENT-SIDE EVENT LOGGING FOR HETEROGENEOUS
CLIENT ENVIRONMENTS”, and U.S. patent application
Ser. No. 14/313,665, filed Jun. 24, 2014, entitled “MANAG-
ING BROWSER SECURITY IN A TESTING CONTEXT”.

BACKGROUND

It has become common to develop computing applications
for computing environments that include a variety of com-
puting servers and computing clients. In particular, it has
become common for a particular computing application to be
developed to function suitably with a wide variety of com-
puting clients. For example, so-called Web and/or JavaS-
cript® applications are commonly expected to operate with a
wide variety of hypertext document browser clients including
browsers developed by multiple vendors for multiple differ-
ent hardware platforms and having multiple different ver-
sions each with different capabilities. This is a challenging
development environment in which application testing can
play an even more significant role than usual. Several con-
ventional testing suites have been developed for such envi-
ronments, and particularly for testing Web applications.
However, each such testing suite has its shortcomings.

For example, some conventional test suites are unreliable,
inconsistent, inefficient and/or ineffective. Failure to deal
properly with ephemeral, transitory and/or race conditions
can result in a high rate of false negative (e.g., indications that
a test has been failed when a client is actually behaving as
desired) and/or false positive (e.g., indications that a test has
been passed when the client is actually misbehaving) test
results. Since this is typically unacceptable, test developers
may undertake development of “compensation code” to
attempt to correct a conventional test suite’s failure to deal
properly with certain conditions. However, such compensa-
tion code tends to be complex and/or client-specific and can
require expert knowledge of each of the plurality of clients.
The complexity alone is problematic, since it can raise the
likelihood that the testing process itself introduces errors
(sometimes called computer programming “bugs”).

As another example, some conventional test suites delegate
test object identification to a client under test. This can open
another avenue for unreliability and/or inconsistency since
the client’s object identification mechanism may be flawed
and/or ambiguous, again raising the likelihood of false nega-
tive and/or false positive test results. In such cases, even the
stop-gap of compensation code may not be available to test
developers.

BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

Various embodiments in accordance with the present dis-
closure will be described with reference to the drawings, in
which:
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2

FIG. 1 is a schematic diagram depicting aspects of an
example computing system architecture in accordance with at
least one embodiment;

FIG. 2 is a schematic diagram depicting aspects of an
example transition-based test specification in accordance
with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 3 is a schematic diagram depicting aspects of an
example transition-based test platform in accordance with at
least one embodiment;

FIG. 4 is a schematic diagram depicting aspects of an
example network document browser configured in accor-
dance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 5 is an event timing diagram depicting aspects of an
example set of events in accordance with at least one embodi-
ment;

FIG. 6 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for transition-based testing in accordance with at
least one embodiment;

FIG. 7 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for configuring a client under test in accordance with
at least one embodiment;

FIG. 8 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for implementing a transition-based test in accor-
dance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 9 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for implementing a transition-based test in accor-
dance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 10 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for testing with a vendor and version independent
browser driver in accordance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 11 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for testing with a vendor and version independent
browser driver in accordance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 12 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for testing with a vendor and version independent
browser driver in accordance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 13 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for managing network document browser security in
atesting context in accordance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 14 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for managing network document browser security in
atesting context in accordance with at least one embodiment;

FIG. 15 is a flowchart depicting aspects of an example
process for managing network document browser security in
atesting context in accordance with at least one embodiment;
and

FIG. 16 illustrates an environment in which various
embodiments can be implemented.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

In the following description, various embodiments will be
described. For purposes of explanation, specific configura-
tions and details are set forth in order to provide a thorough
understanding of the embodiments. However, it will also be
apparent to one skilled in the art that the embodiments may be
practiced without the specific details. Furthermore, well-
known features may be omitted or simplified in order not to
obscure the embodiment being described.

In accordance with at least one embodiment, a transition
testing model for heterogeneous client environments is
enabled. A test of a computer system state transition may be
specified with a suitable test description language. The test
specification may include multiple element types including
elements corresponding to test actions that cause the com-
puter system state transition and elements corresponding to
test conditions that are evaluated to generate the testresults. A
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collection of predefined and/or pre-assembled (collectively,
“pre-assembled”) executable components suitable for imple-
menting specified tests at a wide variety of clients may be
maintained and/or determined, and particular test specifica-
tions may be mapped to a corresponding implementation
subset of the collection, for example, to an optimal subset.
Test results may be determined based on one or more outputs
of the implementation subset of executable components, and
the test results may be provided for presentation to a user.

For example, a test developer may specify a test of a Web
page state transition with an adapted version of the Java®
programming language. The Web page may be part of a Web
application currently under development. The test specifica-
tion may include one or more actions to be performed with
respect to the Web page and/or a hypertext document browser
that loads and renders the Web page. For example, such
actions may correspond to clicking a hyperlink of the Web
page, making a selection with respect to a field of a form of the
Web page or interacting with an interactive element (e.g., a
button) of the Web page. A collection of JavaScript® scripts
and/or snippets may be maintained suitable for implementing
tests at a wide variety of browsers, and the test specification
may be mapped to an optimal (e.g., minimized and/or non-
maximal) test implementation subset. The test implementa-
tion subset may be injected into a sandboxed script execution
environment of a target browser and executed to perform the
test in accordance with the test specification. Although, for
clarity, examples are described herein with reference to a
network document “browser,” any suitable programmatic
object and/or client (collectively, “client”) configurable to
process information may be substituted, for example, clients
configurable with a suitable programming language and/or
utilizing suitable programmatic interfaces.

In accordance with at least one embodiment, client-side
event logging for heterogeneous client environments is
enabled. The implementation subset of executable compo-
nents corresponding to a test specification may include a
condition evaluation subset of executable components asso-
ciated with a set of conditions to be evaluated as part of the test
and an event capture subset of executable components
selected to record an optimal set of events with respect to
evaluation of the set of conditions. During a test, there may be
periods of time when access to the condition evaluation sub-
set of executable components is not available. During these
times, the event capture subset of executable components
may record relevant events so that, once access to the condi-
tion evaluation subset of executable components becomes
available, the condition evaluation subset of executable com-
ponents can be utilized to evaluate the set of conditions based
on current state as well as the recorded event history.

For example, a hypertext document browser may provide a
programmatic interface (e.g., an application programming
interface or API) enabling JavaScript® code components to
receive a wide variety of events associated with the hypertext
document browser and/or a Web page loaded and/or rendered
by the browser. A test specification may be analyzed to deter-
mine a relevant subset of such events, and the relevant subset
may be mapped to a corresponding event capture subset of
JavaScript® code components. The event capture compo-
nents may be injected, along with the entire set of test imple-
mentation components, into a sandboxed script execution
environment of the browser under test, for example, with a
browser plug-in, and may record the relevant subset of pub-
lished events to a data store maintained from the sandboxed
script execution environment. The test implementation com-
ponents may cause a state transition as specified, for example,
with respect to a Web page loaded and/or rendered by the
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browser, and then evaluate the specified set of conditions
based on a current state of the Web page as well as the relevant
subset of published events recorded in the data store.

A browser may be identified by vendor and version. How-
ever, maintaining a browser driver for each combination of
vendor and version can be a substantial task capable of intro-
ducing errors into the testing process. Maintaining a single
browser driver that varies its behavior based on a particular
presentation of vendor and version may not be a substantial
improvement. In accordance with at least one embodiment,
testing with a single vendor and version independent browser
driver is enabled. The vendor and version independent
browser driver may include executable components capable
of identifying an operational set of browser capabilities
among the superset of considered browser capabilities when
the executable components are injected into an execution
environment of a browser under test, and used to determine
test results. Such browser capabilities may correspond to
programmatic interface elements of the browser, and the
browser driver may select an optimal (e.g., minimized and/or
non-maximal) subset of the interface elements to instrument
to collect data to determine the test results. Where the execu-
tion environment is single threaded, the browser driver can
track objects of the browser under test across thread surren-
ders, including problematic user interface objects such as
graphical user interface windows, for example, by associating
unique identifiers with the objects (e.g., via naming).

Although vendor and version may be sufficient to identify
a type of browser, at times, one or more additional attributes
may be required to uniquely identify a type of browser such as
a computer operating system (“OS”) for which the type of
browser is configured. As used herein, references to the ven-
dor and/or version of a browser may be substituted with a
browser type identifier that includes suitable attributes to
uniquely distinguish among browser types. Any suitable tech-
nique may be utilized to instrument browser interface ele-
ments including overriding a browser interface element with
a suitable substitute (e.g., which “hooks” or invokes the origi-
nal interface element), subscribing to and/or registering for
corresponding interface element events and caller-side invo-
cation replacement. Such techniques are referred to herein
collectively as browser interface element “instrumentation”
and/or “overriding” browser interface elements.

Network document browsers may maintain a variety of
security schemes which can interfere with instrumentation
and sensing by a browser driver. Nevertheless, it is desirable
to leave the security schemes enabled since user code inter-
action with such security schemes can be the subject of test-
ing. In accordance with at least one embodiment, manage-
ment of network document browser security in a testing
context is enabled. Browsers under test may associate difter-
ent network regions with different security contexts. A facil-
ity may intercept requests and modify responses to include
browser driver code and to appear to originate from a suitable
network region (e.g., suitable for testing purposes). Browsers
under test may be configured to generate secondary security
contexts for portions of test code. The potential for the gen-
eration of such secondary security contexts may be detected
by injected browser driver code and the portions of the test
code to be executed in the secondary security context may be
modified to enable communication of test data to the primary
security context. Browsers under test may resist instrumen-
tation by browser driver code, for example, by preventing
overriding of interface elements activated by test code. In
such cases, caller-side overriding may be implemented by
rewriting test code to call corresponding executable compo-
nents of the browser driver.
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Turning now to the figures, FIG. 1 depicts aspects of an
example system architecture 100 in accordance with at least
one embodiment. A team of computing application develop-
ers may develop a set of network documents 102 in a docu-
ment development environment 104. The team may intend
that the network documents 102 be presentable and/or pro-
vide suitable functionality across a target set of network docu-
ment browsers 106. The target browser set 106 may include
multiple types of network document browser 108, 110, 112
from multiple browser vendors. Each of the types of network
document browser 108, 110, 112 may be available in multiple
versions. For example, network document browser 108 may
be available in versions v1, v2 and v3. Network document
browser 110 may be available in versions v2, v3, v4 and v5.
Network document browser 112 may be available in versions
v7.1 and v7.2. Browser vendors may develop network docu-
ment browsers 108, 110, 112 for multiple computer operating
systems. In accordance with at least one embodiment, a (ven-
dor, version, operating system) 3-tuple may be utilized to
identify elements of the target browser set 106.

To ensure that the network documents 102 behave as
expected when rendered by each of the browsers 108, 110,
112 in the target browser set 106, a team of test developers
may develop one or more test sets 114 in a test development
environment 116. Although in FIG. 1, the document devel-
opment environment 104 and the test development environ-
ment 116 are shown as distinct and independent, each
embodiment is not so limited. In accordance with at least one
embodiment, dashed arrow 118 indicates that there is a cor-
respondence between the network documents 102 and the test
set(s) 114. The correspondence need not be one-to-one.

The test set(s) 114 may specify one or more browser state
transitions and/or network document state transitions with a
suitable test description language and may be provided to a
transition-based test platform 120. The transition-based test
platform 120 may manage implementation of tests in accor-
dance with the specified test set(s) 114 and with respect to at
least some of the target browser set 106. Where a test set 114
references a network document 102, the transition-based test
platform 120 and/or the browsers in the target browser set 106
may access the network document 102 with the document
development environment 104 and/or an associated docu-
ment server (not shown in FIG. 1).

The network document(s) 102 may include any suitable
document written with any suitable document description
language including one or more document markup languages
such as a structured generalized markup language (e.g.,
SGML), an extensible markup language (e.g., XML) and a
hypertext markup language (e.g., HTML) and/or one or more
computer programming languages such as a compiled pro-
gramming language (e.g., C, C++, Java®) and an interpreted
programming language (e.g., PHP, JavaScript®). Although,
in an embodiment, the same holds for the test set(s) 114, the
document description languages utilized for the network
document(s) 102 and the test set(s) 114 need not be the same.
As one non-limiting example, the network document(s) 102
may be hypertext documents (sometimes called “Web
pages”) and the browsers 106 may be hypertext document
browsers (sometimes called “Web browsers™), while the test
set(s) may be written in an adapted version of the Java®
programming language. Example test set(s) 114 are
described below in more detail with reference to FIG. 2. The
transition-based test platform 120 is described below in more
detail with reference to FI1G. 3. An example browser in accor-
dance with at least one embodiment is described below in
more detail with reference to FIG. 4.
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FIG. 2 depicts aspects of an example test set 200 in accor-
dance with at least one embodiment. The test set 200 of FIG.
2 is an example of the test set(s) 114 of FIG. 1. The example
test set 200 includes multiple tests such as test 202. Each such
test may include one or more transitions 204, 206. As is
conventional, the ellipsis between transitions 204 and 206
indicates that the test 202 may include any suitable number of
such transitions. The ellipsis is used similarly throughout the
drawings.

Each transition 204, 206 may include one or more test
actions 208, one or more pre-action test conditions 210 and/or
one or more post-action test conditions 212. For example,
transition 206 may include test actions 214, 216, pre-action
conditions 218, 220, and post-action conditions 222, 224. In
accordance with at least one embodiment the pre-action con-
ditions 218, 220 are optional. The test actions 208 may
specify one or more actions to be performed at a client (e.g.,
a browser of the target browser set 106 of FIG. 1) to cause a
client state transition. The pre-action conditions 210 may
specify one or more conditions to be evaluated before per-
forming the actions 208 at the client. The post-action condi-
tions 212 may specify one or more conditions to be evaluated
once the client state transition has begun, during the client
state transition and/or once the client state transition has
finished.

The test actions 208 may include any suitable actions that
can be performed and/or caused at the client. For example, a
network document browser 108 may provide a programmatic
interface specifying the actions that can be performed and/or
caused. The pre and post action conditions 210, 212 may
include any suitable conditions that can be evaluated with
information obtained from the client. For example, the pro-
grammatic interface of the network document browser 108
may specify a set of events and event parameters available for
use in evaluating test conditions. For the example of a hyper-
text document browser, such a programmatic interface may
be in accordance with an ECMAScript standard and may
include a document object model (DOM).

As depicted in FIG. 1, the elements 208, 210, 212 of each
transition 206 may be arranged in a hierarchy and a nested
hierarchy. For example, the test 202 may be understood as a
root node of the hierarchy having transitions 204, 206 as child
nodes. Actions 208, pre-action conditions 210 and post-ac-
tion conditions 212 may be child nodes of transition 206.
Actions 214, 216 may be child nodes of actions 208, and so
on. Although actions 214, 216 are depicted in FIG. 1 as leaf
nodes of the hierarchy, each embodiment is not so limited.
Thehierarchies may be of any suitable depth. The structure of
the hierarchy may define relationships between the elements
of' the test 202 including relationships with respect to group-
ing as a unit and order of execution/evaluation. The hierarchy
may be defined with any suitable feature or set of features of
the test description language. Further relationships that may
be defined include that particular groups of actions 208 be
performed concurrently or in a specified order, that particular
groups of conditions 212 be evaluated in a specified order, at
a specified point in time or with respect to a specified time
period (e.g., all conditions in the group are expected to evalu-
ate as true at some point during the time period, but not
necessarily all at the same time).

FIG. 3 depicts aspects of an example transition-based test
platform 300 in accordance with at least one embodiment.
The transition-based test platform 300 of FIG. 3 is an example
of'the transition-based test platform of FIG. 1. The transition-
based test platform 300 may include a test manager 302
configured at least to manage test set(s) 114 provided to the
transition-based test platform 300 and a browser driver 304
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configured at least to interact with one or more of the target
browser set 106 and cause implementation of one or more
tests in accordance with the provided test set(s) 114.

The test manager 302 may include a test description parser
306 configured to parse provided test set(s) 114 (FIG. 1) in
accordance with the test description language. The test
description parser 306 may create action trees 308, pre-action
condition trees 310 and post-action condition trees 312 in an
active test(s) data store 314. The trees 308, 310, 312 may
correspond to the hierarchies and nest hierarchies specified
by the provided test set 200 (FIG. 2). A test engine 316 may
utilize the browser driver 304 to perform the tests in accor-
dance with the provided test set(s) 114. For example, the test
engine 316 may interact with the browser driver 304 to cause
actions to occur at one or more browsers 108, 110, 112 of the
target browser set 106 in accordance with the relationships
defined by the corresponding action tree(s) 308. The test
engine 316 may also receive test results and/or test result
components from the browser driver 304 and evaluate the test
results in accordance with the condition relationships as
defined by the pre and post action condition trees 310, 312. In
accordance with at least one embodiment, explicit condition
trees 310, 312 may enable rapid detection of test failure, for
example, in a test that requires multiple conditions to be
jointly true in order to pass. Transition networks (e.g., includ-
ing condition trees 310, 312 and/or action trees 308) may
define path-dependent tests which involve fulfilling specified
conditions in a particular order and/or in response to particu-
lar action sequences. A test history module 318 may archive
completed tests for later reference by a user of the transition-
based test platform 300.

The browser driver 304 may maintain multiple sets of
pre-assembled executable components 320, 322, 324 utiliz-
ableto implement test set(s) 114 (FIG. 1) at one or more of the
target browser set 106. For example, the browser driver 304
may maintain instrumentation 326 suited to capturing and
recording client events that are relevant to a given test set 200
(FIG. 2), as well as utilities 328 suited to causing test actions
and facilitating evaluation of test conditions. Responsive to
instructions from the test manager 302, the browser driver
may determine an optimal (e.g., minimized and/or non-maxi-
mal) subset of the pre-assembled executable components
320, 322, 324 suitable for implementing a particular test or
test set. For example, the browser driver may determine a set
of'evaluation parameters used to evaluate a set of conditions,
map the set of parameters to a relevant set of client events
capable of providing the set of evaluation parameters and
further map the relevant set of client events to the pre-as-
sembled executable components 320, 322, 324 to determine
the optimal subset. Although smaller subsets may be desir-
able for performance reasons, a strictly minimal subset may
not be optimal, for example, due to uncertainties and/or ambi-
guities with respect to browser capabilities, including
dynamic changes of browser capabilities. The pre-assembled
executable components 320, 322, 324 may be predefined
and/or deterministically assembled to achieve the desired
functionality. In accordance with at least one embodiment,
machine learning techniques may be utilized to assemble the
executable components, for example, adapting the assembled
executable components with respect to optimality and/or
adapting the optimal subset of predefined and/or pre-as-
sembled executable components 320, 322, 324. Machine
learning components may be trained with respect to execut-
able component size, number, selection and/or assembly uti-
lizing observations from tests over a variety of browsers in the
browser target set 106 (FIG. 1).

20

25

30

40

45

55

8

The browser driver 304 may interact with one or more of
the target browser set 106 (FIG. 1) utilizing a browser inter-
face 330, including injecting selected executable components
320, 322, 324 into selected browsers to implement tests, and
keep track of browser state with a browser state tracking
module 332. In accordance with at least one embodiment, the
browser driver 304 may incorporate a self-configuration
module 334 capable of probing a browser with a browser
capabilities probe 336 to determine the browser’s capabilities
and of comparing the browser’s capabilities with a universal
set of browser capabilities documented in a capabilities data-
base 338. Particular pre-assembled executable components
320, 322, 324 may correspond to particular capabilities, so
that such components become candidates or excluded based
on results of the capabilities probe. Alternatively, or in addi-
tion, browser capability probe 336 functionality may be
incorporated in and/or distributed throughout instrumenta-
tion 326 and/or utilities 328 such that pre-assembled execut-
able components 320, 322, 324 dynamically adapt and/or
self-configure responsive to browser capability detection.
The capabilities database 338 may be encoded in the pre-
assembled executable components 320, 322, 324, for
example, in the executable instructions of the pre-assembled
executable components 320, 322, 324, for example, including
nested sequences of try-catch statements.

FIG. 4 depicts aspects of an example network document
browser 400 configured in accordance with at least one
embodiment. The example network document browser 400
includes a network document browser 402 with a test plat-
form browser plug-in 404. Network document browsers such
as the network document browser 402 are known in the art, so
only some salient details are described herein. The browser
402 may load network documents 102 (FIG. 1) into a loaded
document data store 406. Such documents 102 may include
distinct content 408 and structure 410. The browser 402 may
include a document rendering engine 412 configured to ren-
der network documents 102 for presentation in accordance
with the specified content 408 and/or structure 410.

The browser 402 may also maintain and control a sand-
boxed script execution environment 414 with a scripting
engine 416 capable of executing executable components 418,
420, 422, 424 including statements of a compatible scripting
language. The test platform browser plug-in 404 may include
a script injector module 426 configured to inject selected
pre-assembled executable components 320, 322, 324 (FIG.
3), for example, as instructed by the browser driver 304
through the browser interface 330. Alternatively, or in addi-
tion, the selected pre-assembled executable components may
be injected into the sandboxed script execution environment
414 with any suitable script injection mechanism including
with one or more proxy servers and/or with one or more
programmatic objects under the control of the transition-
based test platform 120 (FIG. 1) and acting as a programmatic
container of the browser 402 and/or the script execution envi-
ronment 414. The selected pre-assembled executable compo-
nents may be injected continuously and/or at times through-
out a test.

FIG. 5 depicts aspects of an example set of events 500 in
accordance with at least one embodiment. Event 502 has
states A, and A . Event 504 has states B, and B,. Event 506
has states C, and C, . In this example 500, the browser driver
304 (FIG. 3) is provided access to condition evaluation
executable components 424 (FIG. 4) during brief time peri-
ods following the indicated “observation times” Obs,, Obs,,
Obs; and Obs,, and not otherwise. The observed states at
these times are, respectively, (Ao, Bo, Cp)s (A, Bg, Co), (A,
B, Cp) and (A, B, C,). An observer restricted to condition



US 9,317,398 Bl

9

evaluation only at these observation times would miss the
transition of event 506 from state C, to C, between observa-
tions Obs, and Obs,, and would have to waituntil observation
Obs,, to detect the transition of events 504 and 506 to states
B, and C,. Having access to asynchronous event history that
occurs between the observation times Obs,, Obs,, Obs; and
Obs, can resolve these issues.

FIGS. 6-9 illustrate example flow diagrams showing
respective processes 600, 700, 800, and 900 in accordance
with at least one embodiment. These processes are illustrated
as logical flow diagrams, each operation of which represents
a sequence of operations that can be implemented in hard-
ware, computer instructions, or a combination thereof. In the
context of computer instructions, the operations represent
computer-executable instructions stored on one or more com-
puter-readable storage media that, when executed by one or
more processors, perform the recited operations. Generally,
computer-executable instructions include routines, pro-
grams, objects, components, data structures and the like that
perform particular functions or implement particular data
types. The order in which the operations are described is not
intended to be construed as a limitation, and any number of
the described operations can be combined in any order and/or
in parallel to implement the processes.

Additionally, some, any, or all of the processes may be
performed under the control of one or more computer systems
configured with executable instructions and may be imple-
mented as code (e.g., executable instructions, one or more
computer programs, or one or more applications) executing
collectively on one or more processors, by hardware, or com-
binations thereof. As noted above, the code may be stored on
a computer-readable storage medium, for example, in the
form of a computer program comprising a plurality of instruc-
tions executable by one or more processors. The computer-
readable storage medium may be non-transitory.

FIG. 6 depicts aspects of an example process 600 for tran-
sition-based testing in accordance with at least one embodi-
ment. At 602 a transition-based test may be specified with a
test definition language. For example, a test developer may
specify the test in the test development environment 116
(FIG. 1). At 604, the test specification may be received. For
example, the test set specification 200 (FIG. 2) may be
received by the test manager 302 (FIG. 3). At 606, an instruc-
tion to conduct the specified test may be received. For
example, the test manager 302 may receive the instruction
from the test development environment 116. At 608, the test
specification may be parsed, for example, by the test descrip-
tion parser 306.

At 610, a set of executable components to inject may be
determined, for example, by the browser driver 304 (FI1G. 3)
responsive to instructions received from the test manager 302.
At 612, the test may be implemented with the determined set
of'executable components, for example, by the browser driver
304. At 614, one or more test results may be determined. For
example, the test result(s) may be determined by injected
condition evaluation executable components 422 (FIG. 4)
and/or by the test engine 316. At 616, the test result(s) may be
provided for presentation. For example, the test manager 302
may provide the test result(s) to the test development envi-
ronment 116 (FIG. 1) for presentation to a test developer.

FIG. 7 depicts aspects of an example process 700 for con-
figuring a client under test in accordance with at least one
embodiment. At 702, a test specification may be parsed to
generate one or more action trees. For example, the test
description parser 306 (FIG. 3) may generate the action
tree(s) 308. At 704, the test specification may be parsed to
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generate one or more condition trees. For example, the test
description parser 306 may generate the condition tree(s) 312.

At 706, conditions may be mapped to executable compo-
nents. For example, the browser driver 304 (FIG. 3) may map
conditions in the condition tree(s) 312 to a subset of the
executable components 302, 322, 324. As part of 706, one or
more client events to intercept may be determined at 708 and
one or more executable components corresponding to the
client events may be selected at 710. Similarly, actions may be
mapped to executable components at 705. At 712, a target
client may be instantiated. For example, the browser driver
304 (FIG. 3) may instantiated one of the target browser set
106 (FIG.1). At 714, executable components may be injected
into an execution environment of the client, for example, by
the browser driver 304. Alternatively, or in addition, the
executable components may include multiple portions and/or
sub-components which are dynamically selected and/or
mapped (collectively, “dynamically mapped”) by the execut-
able components during execution. For example, the dynamic
mapping may be based at least in part on the condition tree(s)
310,312, the action tree(s) 308, the client events of 708 and/or
dynamic probing of browser capabilities.

FIG. 8 depicts aspects of an example process 800 for
implementing a transition-based test in accordance with at
least one embodiment. At 802, a selected browser may be
instrumented. For example, the browser driver 304 (FIG. 3)
may inject event capture executable components into an
execution environment of a selected browser of the target
browser set 106 (FIG. 1). At 804, an event data store may be
established. For example, the injected event capture execut-
able components may established a client-side event data
store. At 806, one or more document objects may be tagged.
For example, injected utility executable components may
traverse a document object model (DOM) tree and generate
unique object identifiers corresponding to each document
object in the DOM tree. At 808, pre-action document state
may be captured. For example, injected utility executable
components may query identified document objects for
parameter values corresponding to their state. Document state
may correspond to the collective states of its component
objects.

At 810, one or more test actions may be triggered. For
example, injected utility executable components may interact
with a programmatic interface of the client to trigger the test
actions. At 812, one or more actions with respect to a network
document may be processed. For example, the action(s) of
810 may be directed to the network document and, having
triggered the action(s), the network document browser may
process the network document to cause and/or perform the
actions. At 814, one or more asynchronous browser events
may be published, for example, by the network document
browser as it is processing the network document responsive
to the triggered actions. At 816, an instrumented subset of
network document browser events may be captured. For
example, events associated with the event capture executable
components injected at 802 may be captured by the injected
event capture executable components. Additional events may
occur, but may not be captured. However, if the injected
executable component set is optimal with respect to the set of
conditions to be evaluated, this may enhance efficiency. At
818, the captured events may be recorded in the established
data store, for example, by the injected event capture execut-
able components. Dashed line 820 indicates that these blocks
may occur during a time period when condition evaluation
executable components are inaccessible (e.g., between the
observation times Obs,, Obs,, Obs; and Obs, of FIG. 5)
without loss of relevant event data.
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FIG. 9 depicts aspects of an example process 900 for
implementing a transition-based test in accordance with at
least one embodiment. For example, process 900 may occur
following process 800 and/or during a time period when
condition evaluation executable components are accessible.
At 902, a document tree may be re-crawled. For example,
injected utility executable components may traverse the
document object model (DOM) tree. At 904, tagged, new and
missing document objects may be identified, for example, by
comparing found document objects and their associated
unique object identifiers with the set discovered at 806 (FIG.
8). At 906, states of found document objects may be obtained,
for example, by injected utility executable components. At
908, an event data store may be queried for relevant event
history, for example, the data store established and updated by
process 800 may be queried. At 910, one or more test condi-
tions may be evaluated, for example, by injected test condi-
tion evaluation executable components. At 912, one or more
test results and/or test result components may be provided.
For example, the browser driver 304 (FIG. 3) may receive the
test results and/or test result components from the injected
test condition evaluation executable components via the test
platform browser plug-in 404 (FIG. 4) and provide them to
the test manager 302 for further evaluation and/or presenta-
tion to a user. In accordance with at least one embodiment,
executable components may be injected continuously and/or
multiple times throughout a test. Unique object identifiers
may be unique with respect to a particular injection and not
necessarily between injections.

FIG. 10 depicts aspects of an example process 1000 for
testing with a vendor and version independent browser driver
in accordance with at least one embodiment. At 1002, a set of
pre-assembled executable components may be injected into
an execution environment of a network document browser
such as browser 402 (FIG. 4). The network document browser
may be associated with a browser vendor and a browser
version. At 1004, an operational set of browser capabilities of
the network document browser may be identified without
utilizing the browser vendor and the browser version. For
example, executable components 418 may identify the opera-
tional set of browser capabilities among a superset of browser
capabilities associated with a plurality of network document
browsers such as the target browser set 106 (FIG. 1). Identi-
fying the operational set of browser capabilities at 1004 may
include identifying one or more nonoperational interface ele-
ments at 1006. At 1008, a test result utilizing the operational
set of browser capabilities may be determined. At 1010, the
test result may be provided for presentation to a user such as
a user of the transition-based test platform 102 (FIG. 1).

FIG. 11 depicts aspects of an example process 1100 for
testing with a vendor and version independent browser driver
in accordance with at least one embodiment. At 1102, a set of
pre-assembled executable components such as executable
components 320, 322, 324 (FIG. 3) may be injected into an
execution environment of a network document such as the
script execution environment 414 (FIG. 4). At 1104, an opti-
mal (e.g., minimized and/or non-maximal) set of program-
matic interface elements to override as part of implementing
a test may be identified with the set of pre-assembled execut-
able components executing in the execution environment of
the network document browser. Determining a result of a test
may include triggering a browser event chain associated with
a user interface hierarchy maintained by the network docu-
ment browser (e.g., a browser event that propagates through
one or more levels of the user interface hierarchy thereby
creating a chain of events). Identification of the optimal set
may include identifying one or more such browser event
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chains at 1106, for example, by traversing the user interface
hierarchy and determining the browser event propagation
path.

At 1108, the optimal set of programmatic interface ele-
ments may be overridden with corresponding programmatic
interface elements of the set of pre-assembled executable
components. At 1110, a result of the test may be determined
with at least one overridden programmatic interface element.
In accordance with at least one embodiment, determining the
result of the test may include generating browser events to
emulate user interaction at 1112, for example, in a case where
user interaction with a graphical user interface maintained by
the network document browser would trigger a browser event
chain but artificial triggering of a browser event (e.g., by the
set of pre-assembled executable components) does not trigger
each of the browser events in the browser event chain, result-
ing in broken browser event chains without intervention. In
accordance with at least one embodiment, the set of pre-
assembled executable components executing in the execution
environment of the network document browser may emulate
a user input device, for example, at least in part by maintain-
ing a corresponding virtual user input device and generating
one or more browser events of browser event chains based at
least in part on a state of the virtual user input device. For
example, the virtual user input device may be a virtual mouse
and emulating the virtual mouse may include determining
movement paths of the virtual mouse corresponding to test
actions and generating browser events corresponding to the
determined movement paths.

FIG. 12 depicts aspects of an example process 1200 for
testing with a vendor and version independent browser driver
in accordance with at least one embodiment. At 1202, a
request to create a user interface object may be intercepted,
for example, with a set of pre-assembled executable compo-
nents executing in an execution environment of a network
document browser such as executable components 320, 322,
324 (FIG. 3). At 1204, the request to create the user interface
object may be modified to associate the user interface object
with a unique identifier. For example, the user interface object
may be a graphical user interface window and modifying the
request to create the user interface object may include setting
a name of the window to correspond to the unique identifier.

Control of a thread of execution in the execution environ-
ment of the network document browser may be surrendered at
least in part to enable the network document browser to create
the user interface object at 1206. For example, the execution
environment may be single threaded. Upon regaining control
of the thread of execution, for example, at 1208, information
may be obtained from the user interface object. For example,
at 1210 a programmatic reference to the user interface object
may be obtained based at least in part on the unique identifier.
Such programmatic references to user interface objects may
be maintained in a collection, for example, by the browser
state tracking module 332 (FIG. 3) of the browser driver 304.
At 1212, such a collection may be updated. At 1214, a result
of the test may be determined based at least in part on infor-
mation obtained from the user interface object utilizing the
unique identifier.

FIG. 13 depicts aspects of an example process 1300 for
managing network document browser security in a testing
context in accordance with at least one embodiment. Example
process 1300 may occur as part of a test of a network docu-
ment browser configured at least to associate different net-
work regions with different security contexts maintained by
the network document browser. At 1302, a first content
request may be received from the network document browser
for network content associated with a first network region. At
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1304, the content request may be relayed to a second network
region. At 1306, a corresponding content response may be
received. At 1308, associated executable components may be
received such as a set of pre-assembled executable compo-
nents configured to at least partially implement the test when
executed in an execution environment of the network docu-
ment browser. At 1310, the content response may be modified
to include the network content and the associated executable
components, and to appear to originate from the first network
region thereby causing the network document browser to
associate the network content and the set of pre-assembled
executable components with a particular security context. At
1312, the modified content response may be relayed to the
network document browser.

FIG. 14 depicts aspects of an example process 1400 for
managing network document browser security in a testing
context in accordance with at least one embodiment. At 1402,
a set of pre-assembled executable components may be
injected into an execution environment of a network docu-
ment browser. The execution environment may have multiple
security contexts (e.g., execution sandboxes such that execut-
able components executing in a first security context are
inhibited from interacting with executable components
executing in a second security context), and the set of pre-
assembled executable components may be executed in the
first security context of the execution environment. At 1404,
it may be detected, with the set of pre-assembled executable
components executing in the first security context of the
execution environment, that test code, when executed in the
first security context of the execution environment, will cause
creation of a second security context for at least a portion of
the test code. For example, the test code may interact with the
network document browser utilizing interface elements of
one or more programmatic interfaces of the network docu-
ment browser and detecting that test code will cause creation
of the second security context may include detecting, in the
test code, an intent to activate one or more of a predefined set
of the interface elements at 1406.

At 1408, the portion of the test code may be modified to
include one or more of the set of pre-assembled executable
components configured at least to communicate information
from the second security context to the first security context
when the one or more of the set of pre-assembled executable
components are executed in the second security context along
with the at least a portion of the test code. For example, at
1412 the set of pre-assembled executable components may
replace interface elements utilized by the test code. At 1414,
information may be collected with the replaced interface
elements as they are activated by the test code. At 1416, the
collected information may be communicated to the first secu-
rity context. As indicated by dashed line 1410, 1412, 1414
and 1416 may execute in the second security context. At
1418, a test result may be determined based at least in part on
the information communicated from the second security con-
text.

FIG. 15 depicts aspects of an example process 1500 for
managing network document browser security in a testing
context in accordance with at least one embodiment. At 1502,
test code may be loaded into an execution environment of a
network document browser. For example, the test code may
be part of loaded document 406 (FIG. 4) and may be loaded
into the script execution environment 414. The test code may
interact with the network document browser utilizing inter-
face elements of one or more programmatic interfaces of the
network document browser. At 1504, a set of pre-assembled
executable components may be injected into the execution
environment of the network document browser. In accor-
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dance with at least one embodiment, the execution environ-
ment may execute the set of pre-assembled executable com-
ponents in a security context that inhibits replacement of the
interface elements by the set of pre-assembled executable
components.

At 1506, activations of the interface elements in the test
code may be detected with the set of pre-assembled execut-
able components executing in the security context of the
execution environment. At 1508, the activations of the inter-
face elements in the test code may be rewritten with activa-
tions of corresponding executable components of the set of
pre-assembled executable components. At 1510, information
corresponding to rewritten activations may be collected when
the test code is executed in the security context of the execu-
tion environment. At 1512, corresponding interface elements
may be activated by the set of pre-assembled executable
components. At 1514, a test result may be determined based
at least in part on the collected information.

FIG. 16 illustrates aspects of an example environment 1600
for implementing aspects in accordance with various embodi-
ments. As will be appreciated, although a Web-based envi-
ronment is used for purposes of explanation, different envi-
ronments may be used, as appropriate, to implement various
embodiments. The environment includes an electronic client
device 1602, which can include any appropriate device oper-
able to send and receive requests, messages or information
over an appropriate network 1604 and convey information
back to a user of the device. Examples of such client devices
include personal computers, cell phones, handheld messag-
ing devices, laptop computers, set-top boxes, personal data
assistants, electronic book readers and the like. The network
can include any appropriate network, including an intranet,
the Internet, a cellular network, a local area network or any
other such network or combination thereof. Components
used for such a system can depend at least in part upon the
type of network and/or environment selected. Protocols and
components for communicating via such a network are well
known and will not be discussed herein in detail. Communi-
cation over the network can be enabled by wired or wireless
connections and combinations thereof. In this example, the
network includes the Internet, as the environment includes a
Web server 1606 for receiving requests and serving content in
response thereto, although for other networks an alternative
device serving a similar purpose could be used as would be
apparent to one of ordinary skill in the art.

The illustrative environment includes at least one applica-
tion server 1608 and a data store 1610. It should be under-
stood that there can be several application servers, layers, or
other elements, processes or components, which may be
chained or otherwise configured, which can interact to per-
form tasks such as obtaining data from an appropriate data
store. As used herein the term “data store” refers to any device
or combination of devices capable of storing, accessing and
retrieving data, which may include any combination and
number of data servers, databases, data storage devices and
data storage media, in any standard, distributed or clustered
environment. The application server can include any appro-
priate hardware and software for integrating with the data
store as needed to execute aspects of one or more applications
for the client device, handling a majority of the data access
and business logic for an application. The application server
provides access control services in cooperation with the data
store and is able to generate content such as text, graphics,
audio and/or video to be transferred to the user, which may be
served to the user by the Web server in the form of HyperText
Markup Language (“HTML”), Extensible Markup Language
(“XML”) or another appropriate structured language in this
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example. The handling of all requests and responses, as well
as the delivery of content between the client device 1602 and
the application server 1608, can be handled by the Web server.
It should be understood that the Web and application servers
are not required and are merely example components, as
structured code discussed herein can be executed on any
appropriate device or host machine as discussed elsewhere
herein.

The data store 1610 can include several separate data
tables, databases or other data storage mechanisms and media
for storing data relating to a particular aspect. For example,
the data store illustrated includes mechanisms for storing
production data 1612 and user information 1616, which can
beused to serve content for the production side. The data store
also is shown to include a mechanism for storing log data
1614, which can be used for reporting, analysis or other such
purposes. It should be understood that there can be many
other aspects that may need to be stored in the data store, such
as for page image information and to access right informa-
tion, which can be stored in any of the above listed mecha-
nisms as appropriate or in additional mechanisms in the data
store 1610. The data store 1610 is operable, through logic
associated therewith, to receive instructions from the appli-
cation server 1608 and obtain, update or otherwise process
data in response thereto. In one example, a user might submit
a search request for a certain type of item. In this case, the data
store might access the user information to verify the identity
of the user and can access the catalog detail information to
obtain information about items of that type. The information
then can be returned to the user, such as in a results listing on
a Web page that the user is able to view via a browser on the
user device 1602. Information for a particular item of interest
can be viewed in a dedicated page or window of the browser.

Each server typically will include an operating system that
provides executable program instructions for the general
administration and operation of that server and typically will
include a computer-readable storage medium (e.g., a hard
disk, random access memory, read only memory, etc.) storing
instructions that, when executed by a processor of the server,
allow the server to perform its intended functions. Suitable
implementations for the operating system and general func-
tionality of the servers are known or commercially available
and are readily implemented by persons having ordinary skill
in the art, particularly in light of the disclosure herein.

The environment in one embodiment is a distributed com-
puting environment utilizing several computer systems and
components that are interconnected via communication links,
using one or more computer networks or direct connections.
However, it will be appreciated by those of ordinary skill in
the art that such a system could operate equally well in a
system having fewer or a greater number of components than
are illustrated in FIG. 16. Thus, the depiction of the system
1600 in FIG. 16 should be taken as being illustrative in nature
and not limiting to the scope of the disclosure.

The various embodiments further can be implemented in a
wide variety of operating environments, which in some cases
can include one or more user computers, computing devices
or processing devices which can be used to operate any of a
number of applications. User or client devices can include any
of'a number of general purpose personal computers, such as
desktop or laptop computers running a standard operating
system, as well as cellular, wireless and handheld devices
running mobile software and capable of supporting a number
of networking and messaging protocols. Such a system also
can include a number of workstations running any of'a variety
of commercially-available operating systems and other
known applications for purposes such as development and
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database management. These devices also can include other
electronic devices, such as dummy terminals, thin-clients,
gaming systems and other devices capable of communicating
via a network.

Most embodiments utilize at least one network that would
be familiar to those skilled in the art for supporting commu-
nications using any of a variety of commercially-available
protocols, such as Transmission Control Protocol/Internet
Protocol (“TCP/IP”), Open System Interconnection (“OSI”),
File Transfer Protocol (“FTP”), Universal Plug and Play
(“UpnP”), Network File System (“NFS”), Common Internet
File System (“CIFS”) and AppleTalk. The network can be, for
example, a local area network, a wide-area network, a virtual
private network, the Internet, an intranet, an extranet, a public
switched telephone network, an infrared network, a wireless
network and any combination thereof.

In embodiments utilizing a Web server, the Web server can
run any of a variety of server or mid-tier applications,
including Hypertext Transfer Protocol (“HTTP”) servers,
FTP servers, Common Gateway Interface (“CGI”) servers,
data servers, Java servers and business application servers.
The server(s) also may be capable of executing programs or
scripts in response requests from user devices, such as by
executing one or more Web applications that may be imple-
mented as one or more scripts or programs written in any
programming language, such as Java®, C, C# or C++, or any
scripting language, such as Perl, Python or TCL, as well as
combinations thereof. The server(s) may also include data-
base servers, including without limitation those commer-
cially available from Oracle®, Microsoft®, Sybase® and
IBM®.

The environment can include a variety of data stores and
other memory and storage media as discussed above. These
can reside in a variety of locations, such as on a storage
medium local to (and/or resident in) one or more of the
computers or remote from any or all of the computers across
the network. In a particular set of embodiments, the informa-
tion may reside in a storage-area network (“SAN”) familiar to
those skilled in the art. Similarly, any necessary files for
performing the functions attributed to the computers, servers
or other network devices may be stored locally and/or
remotely, as appropriate. Where a system includes comput-
erized devices, each such device can include hardware ele-
ments that may be electrically coupled via a bus, the elements
including, for example, at least one central processing unit
(“CPU”), at least one input device (e.g., a mouse, keyboard,
controller, touch screen or keypad) and at least one output
device (e.g., a display device, printer or speaker). Such a
system may also include one or more storage devices, such as
disk drives, optical storage devices and solid-state storage
devices such as random access memory (“RAM”) or read-
only memory (“ROM?”), as well as removable media devices,
memory cards, flash cards, etc.

Such devices also can include a computer-readable storage
media reader, a communications device (e.g., a modem, a
network card (wireless or wired), an infrared communication
device, etc.) and working memory as described above. The
computer-readable storage media reader can be connected
with, or configured to receive, a computer-readable storage
medium, representing remote, local, fixed and/or removable
storage devices as well as storage media for temporarily
and/or more permanently containing, storing, transmitting
and retrieving computer-readable information. The system
and various devices also typically will include a number of
software applications, modules, services or other elements
located within at least one working memory device, including
an operating system and application programs, such as a
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client application or Web browser. It should be appreciated
that alternate embodiments may have numerous variations
from that described above. For example, customized hard-
ware might also be used and/or particular elements might be
implemented in hardware, software (including portable soft-
ware, such as applets) or both. Further, connection to other
computing devices such as network input/output devices may
be employed.

Storage media and computer readable media for containing
code, or portions of code, can include any appropriate media
known or used in the art, including storage media and com-
munication media, such as but not limited to volatile and
non-volatile, removable and non-removable media imple-
mented in any method or technology for storage and/or trans-
mission of information such as computer readable instruc-
tions, data structures, program modules or other data,
including RAM, ROM, Electrically Erasable Programmable
Read-Only Memory (“EEPROM”™), flash memory or other
memory technology, Compact Disc Read-Only Memory
(“CD-ROM”), digital versatile disk (DVD) or other optical
storage, magnetic cassettes, magnetic tape, magnetic disk
storage or other magnetic storage devices or any other
medium which can be used to store the desired information
and which can be accessed by the a system device. Based on
the disclosure and teachings provided herein, a person of
ordinary skill in the art will appreciate other ways and/or
methods to implement the various embodiments.

The specification and drawings are, accordingly, to be
regarded in an illustrative rather than a restrictive sense. It
will, however, be evident that various modifications and
changes may be made thereunto without departing from the
broader spirit and scope of the disclosure as set forth in the
claims.

Other variations are within the spirit of the present disclo-
sure. Thus, while the disclosed techniques are susceptible to
various modifications and alternative constructions, certain
illustrated embodiments thereof are shown in the drawings
and have been described above in detail. It should be under-
stood, however, that there is no intention to limit the disclo-
sure to the specific form or forms disclosed, but on the con-
trary, the intention is to cover all modifications, alternative
constructions and equivalents falling within the spirit and
scope of the disclosure, as defined in the appended claims.

The use of the terms “a” and “an” and “the” and similar
referents in the context of describing the disclosed embodi-
ments (especially in the context of the following claims) are
to be construed to cover both the singular and the plural,
unless otherwise indicated herein or clearly contradicted by
context. The terms “comprising,” “having,” “including,” and
“containing” are to be construed as open-ended terms (i.e.,
meaning “including, but not limited to,”) unless otherwise
noted. The term “connected” is to be construed as partly or
wholly contained within, attached to, or joined together, even
if there is something intervening. Recitation of ranges of
values herein are merely intended to serve as a shorthand
method of referring individually to each separate value falling
within the range, unless otherwise indicated herein and each
separate value is incorporated into the specification as if it
were individually recited herein. All methods described
herein can be performed in any suitable order unless other-
wise indicated herein or otherwise clearly contradicted by
context. The use of any and all examples, or exemplary lan-
guage (e.g., “such as”) provided herein, is intended merely to
better illuminate embodiments of the disclosure and does not
pose a limitation on the scope of the disclosure unless other-
wise claimed. No language in the specification should be
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construed as indicating any non-claimed element as essential
to the practice of the disclosure.

Disjunctive language such as the phrase “at least one of X,
Y, or Z,”unless specifically stated otherwise, is intended to be
understood within the context as used in general to present
that an item, term, etc., may be either X, Y, or Z, or any
combination thereof (e.g., X, Y, and/or Z). Thus, such dis-
junctive language is not generally intended to, and should not,
imply that certain embodiments require at least one of X, at
least one of Y, or at least one of Z to each be present.

Preferred embodiments of this disclosure are described
herein, including the best mode known to the inventors for
carrying out the disclosure. Variations of those preferred
embodiments may become apparent to those of ordinary skill
in the art upon reading the foregoing description. The inven-
tors expect skilled artisans to employ such variations as
appropriate and the inventors intend for the disclosure to be
practiced otherwise than as specifically described herein.
Accordingly, this disclosure includes all modifications and
equivalents of the subject matter recited in the claims
appended hereto as permitted by applicable law. Moreover,
any combination of the above-described elements in all pos-
sible variations thereof is encompassed by the disclosure
unless otherwise indicated herein or otherwise clearly con-
tradicted by context.

All references, including publications, patent applications
and patents, cited herein are hereby incorporated by reference
to the same extent as if each reference were individually and
specifically indicated to be incorporated by reference and
were set forth in its entirety herein.

What is claimed is:

1. A computer-implemented method for testing with a ven-
dor and version independent browser driver, comprising:

injecting a set of pre-assembled executable components

into an execution environment of a network document
browser associated with a browser vendor and a browser
version, wherein the network document browser com-
prises a hypertext document browser, and wherein the
execution environment comprises a sandboxed script
execution environment maintained by the hypertext
document browser;

identifying, with the set of pre-assembled executable com-

ponents executing in the execution environment of the
network document browser, an operational set of
browser capabilities of the network document browser
independent of the browser vendor and the browser ver-
sion based at least in part on probing the network docu-
ment browser, the operational set of browser capabilities
identified from among a superset of browser capabilities
associated with a plurality of network document brows-
ers;

configuring the set of pre-assembled executable compo-

nents based at least in part on the identified operational
set of browser capabilities;

determining a test result utilizing the operational set of

browser capabilities and the set of pre-assembled
executable components; and

providing the test result for presentation to a user.

2. A computer-implemented method in accordance with
claim 1, wherein individual executable components comprise
statements of a scripting language suited to execution in the
sandboxed script execution environment.

3. A computer-implemented method in accordance with
claim 1, wherein the plurality of network document browsers
includes network document browsers associated with a plu-
rality of browser vendors and a plurality of browser versions,
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individual network document browsers being associated with
distinct subsets of the superset of browser capabilities.

4. A computer-implemented method in accordance with
claim 1, wherein individual browser capabilities are accessed
with one or more programmatic interfaces of the network
document browser and identifying an operational browser
capability comprises identifying an operational interface ele-
ment of the one or more programmatic interfaces.

5. A computer-implemented method in accordance with
claim 1, wherein identifying the operational browser capabil-
ity further comprises identifying one or more nonoperational
interface elements.

6. A computer-implemented method in accordance with
claim 1, wherein determining the test result comprises mul-
tiple invocations of individual browser capabilities and cor-
responding multiple identifications of individual operational
browser capabilities.

7. One or more computer-readable data storage devices
storing computer-executable instructions that configure one
or more computers to perform operations comprising:

injecting a set of pre-assembled executable components

into an execution environment of a network document
browser having capabilities accessed with one or more
programmatic interfaces;

identifying, with the set of pre-assembled executable com-

ponents executing in the execution environment of the
network document browser, an optimal set of program-
matic interface elements based at least in part on probing
the network document browser, the optimal set of pro-
grammatic interface elements being overridden as part
of implementing a test;

configuring the set of pre-assembled executable compo-

nents based at least in part on the identified optimal set of
programmatic interface elements;

overriding the optimal set of programmatic interface ele-

ments with corresponding programmatic interface ele-
ments of the set of pre-assembled executable compo-
nents, wherein individual programmatic interface
elements correspond to browser events and overriding
individual programmatic interface elements corre-
sponds to intercepting corresponding browser events;
and

determining a result of the test with at least one overridden

programmatic interface element.

8. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 7, wherein the optimal set of program-
matic interface elements to override comprises a minimized
set of programmatic interface elements utilized to determine
the result of the test.

9. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 7, wherein an overridden program-
matic interface element provides access to the corresponding
browser capability and to additional test-related functionality
provided by the set of pre-assembled executable components.

10. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 7, wherein determining the result of
the test comprises triggering a browser event chain associated
with a user interface hierarchy maintained by the network
document browser and the optimal set of programmatic inter-
face elements to override includes the browser events in the
browser event chain.

11. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 7, wherein user interaction with a
graphical user interface maintained by the network document
browser would trigger a browser event chain and, as part of
implementing the test, the set of pre-assembled executable
components emulate the user interaction with the graphical
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user interface at least in part by generating one or more
browser events of the browser event chain.

12. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 7, wherein the set of pre-assembled
executable components executing in the execution environ-
ment of the network document browser emulate a user input
device at least in part by maintaining a corresponding virtual
user input device and generating one or more browser events
of' browser event chains based at least in part on a state of the
virtual user input device.

13. One or more computer-readable data storage devices in
accordance with claim 12, wherein the virtual user input
device is a virtual mouse and emulating the virtual mouse
comprises determining movement paths of the virtual mouse
corresponding to test actions and generating browser events
corresponding to the determined movement paths.

14. A system for testing with a vendor and version inde-
pendent browser driver, comprising:

a memory device configured to store computer-executable

instructions; and
a processor configured to access the memory device and
execute the computer-executable instructions to at least:

intercept, as part of implementing a test with a set of
pre-assembled executable components executing in an
execution environment of a network document browser,
a request to create a user interface object;

modify the request to create the user interface object to
associate the user interface object with a unique identi-
fier;

surrender control of a thread of execution in the execution

environment of the network document browser at least
in partto enable the network document browser to create
the user interface object; and

upon regaining control of the thread of execution, deter-

mine a result of the test based at least in part on infor-
mation obtained from the user interface object utilizing
the unique identifier.

15. A system in accordance with claim 14, wherein the user
interface object is a graphical user interface window and
modifying the request to create the user interface object com-
prises setting a name of the window to correspond to the
unique identifier.

16. A system in accordance with claim 15, wherein obtain-
ing the information from the graphical user interface window
comprises obtaining a programmatic reference to the window
based at least in part on the name of the window correspond-
ing to the unique identifier and querying the graphical user
interface window for the information utilizing the program-
matic reference.

17. A system in accordance with claim 15, wherein the
request to create the user interface object comprises a refer-
ence to a network document to display in the graphical user
interface window, wherein modifying the request to create the
user interface object further comprises modifying the request
to create a blank window, and wherein the computer-execut-
able instructions are further executed to record the reference
to the network document prior to surrendering control of the
thread of execution and upon regaining control of the thread
of execution, requesting the graphical user interface window
to display the network document utilizing the recorded refer-
ence to the network document and the unique identifier.

18. A system in accordance with claim 15, wherein the set
of pre-assembled executable components executing in the
execution environment of the network document browser
maintain a collection of programmatic references to active
graphical user interface windows managed by the network
document browser.
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19. A system in accordance with claim 14, wherein the
request to create the user interface object is directed by test
code to a programmatic interface of the network document
browser and intercepting the request comprises overriding an
interface element of the programmatic interface with the set 5
of pre-assembled executable components executing in the
execution environment of the network document browser.

#* #* #* #* #*

22



